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Interview Summary 


09/618,307 


LAMBETH ETAL. 


Examiner 


Art Unit 






David T. Fox 


1638 . 





All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 

tt) David T. Fox . (3) 

(2) Tineka J. Quinton . (4) 



Date of Interview: 21 August 2007 . 

Type: a)^ Telephonic b)D Video Conference 

c)Q Personal [copy given to: 1 )□ applicant 2)D applicant's representative] 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)D Yes e)KI No. 
If Yes, brief description: . 

Claim(s) discussed: all. 

Identification of prior art discussed: of record . 

Agreement with respect to the claims f)D was reached. g)E3 was not reached. h)D N/A. 



Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached, or any other comments: See Continuation Sheet . 

(A fuller description, if necessary, and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 
allowable, if available, must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render the claims 
allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 

THE FORMAL WRITTEN REPLY TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE 
INTERVIEW. (See MPEP Section 713.04). If a reply to the last Office action has already been filed, APPLICANT IS 
GIVEN A NON-EXTENDABLE PERIOD OF THE LONGER OF ONE MONTH OR THIRTY DAYS FROM THIS 
INTERVIEW DATE, OR THE MAILING DATE OF THIS INTERVIEW SUMMARY FORM, WHICHEVER IS LATER, TO 
FILE A STATEMENT OF THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. See Summary of Record of Interview 
requirements on reverse side or on attached sheet. 



Examiner Note: You must sign this form unless it is an 
Attachment to a signed Office action. 
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Interview Summary 



Paper No. 20070821 



Continuation Sheet (PTOL-413) 



Application No. 09/618,307 



Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: Appl rep proposed amendments to overcome 112, 2nd para issues 
raised by after final amendment of 6/7/07; Exmr approved these amendments. Appl rep pointed out basis for 
amendment to recite "conifer", and will point out basis for amendment to part f of claim 20. Exmr indicated that 
correctly amended claims to recite "conifer" would overcome Hormaza art rejections. Re 103 rejection affirmed by 
Board Decision, Exmr indicated that either more evidence of results, or limitation of claim to Pinus taeda and SSR 
markers, would be needed to overcome 103. No commitment was made re entry of subsequent after final amendments 
or consideration of evidence at current stage of prosecution . 



DAVID T. FOX 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 
GR0UP18d- cG 




Summary of Record of Interview Requirements 

application Whalher or not an agraenwint with the examiner was reached at the Intarvtaw. 

Tme8ro»neoTIWeraJRB»iMons(OFR)S1<8» ,ntelvl6W6 

37 OFR §1 .1 Business to be transacted In writing. , to Patant 

ISS oSX stipulations understandinfltateMontov^ohthBrnted^raBmon. or doubt. 

The action of the Patent an* Trademark Office cannot be based exo.«sWe.y on ^written record .n the Office «f that record, s«se,f 
Incomplete through the failure to record the substance of interviews. ^stance of an Interview of record In the application file, unless 

.eexarn,^^^^ 

interview byTeXflTe appropriate boxes and tlffi^^ 

substance of an Interview Is completely recorded ,„ an Examiners > Amerdment '^^J^ffS^S^ of the file, and listed on the 
The Interview Summary Form shall be given an appropriate Papar No., plaoea m me ngm nmu v attornev or agent) at the 

"Content™^ 
conclusion of the Interview. ^ 

The Form provides for recordation of the following Information: 

- Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number) 

- Name of applicant 

- Name of examiner 

- Oate of Interview 

- Type of Interview (telephonic, video-conference, or personal) norcrtnm >, etc \ 

- Name of participant^) (applicant, attorney or agent, examiner, other PTO personnel, etc.) 

- An indication whether or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted 

- An Identification of the specific prior art discussed agreement (may be by 
substance of the Interview. 

A complete and proper recordation of the substance of any interview should include at least the following applicable Items. 

1) A brief description of the nature of any exhibit shown or any demonstrate conducted, 

2) an Identification of the claims dlsoussed, 

3) an Identification of the specific prior art discussed, elllictanfl< „, n ,, ure discussed unless these are elready described on the 

4) an Identification of the principal proposed amendments of a substantive nature discusseo, un.ew 
Interview Summary Form completed by the Examiner. ,i,.«.™i„« 

5) a brief Identification of the general thrust of the f^^TS^^ description ° f the ar 8 umera6 ls " 0t 

(The Identification of arguments need not be la nrjthy or *JJJ ol "he principal arguments made to the 

required. The Identification of me argtiments Is sufficient If me ^ 

examiner can be understood Iri the context of the application file. Of course, the #Mt may aesi. 
2Ste mose anjumente Which he or she feels were or might be persuasive to the examiner.) 

the examiner. 

ExamlnersareexpeotedtocerefU^^ Ifthe record is not comp.e.e and 

accurate, th^^ 

examiner to Check for Accuracy 
the substance of the Interview along wtth the date and the examiner s Inlhals. 



